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Chapter 1 Introduction 
This Addendum assesses the environmental impacts of the City’s Proposed Phase 4 Refinements (Proposed 
Changes) to the City of Ukiah’s (City) Recycled Water Project. In March 2013, the City prepared an Initial 
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) on the City’s Recycled Water Pipeline Project and on 
June 5, 2013 adopted the Final IS/MND and approved the Project (SCH #2013032072), which was based 
on the City’s 2012 Recycled Water Feasibility Study. Subsequently in May 2015, July 2017 and December 
2018, the City prepared and approved three Addendums on minor project changes to the original Proposed 
Project description and further evaluated the potential effects of reducing flows to the Russian River. These 
documents are included by reference. In addition, the State Water Resources Control Board (State Water 
Board) is providing partial funding for the Proposed Project under the State Revolving Fund (SRF) Program 
and in August of 2015 issued Order WW0082 approving the City’s petition to change the purpose of use 
and the place of use of 1,472 acre-feet per year (afy) of treated wastewater.  

The City, as the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), will consider the 
potential incremental environmental impacts of the Proposed Project changes when it considers whether or 
not to approve this Addendum to the Project.  This Addendum is an informational document and is intended 
to be used by the City under Public Resources Code section 21166 and the related CEQA Guidelines, 
specifically sections 15162 through 15164.1 Further, this Addendum is a modified Addendum, as the State 
Board is requiring this Addendum to be circulated for a 15-day public review period, which is not required 
for traditional addendums.  As such, this document discloses some changes to the Project that go beyond 
the traditional limits of the CEQA addendum process and uses the public review process to disclose those 
changes.  

The conclusion of this Addendum is that the Proposed Phase 4 Refinements will not result in new significant 
impacts, substantially increase the severity of previously disclosed impacts, nor involve any of the other 
conditions related to changed circumstances or new information that can require a subsequent or 
supplemental EIR under Public Resources Code section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines section 15162 beyond 
those impacts and conditions already identified in the City’s Public Draft and Final IS/MND (SCH 
#2013032072) (also referred to as IS/MND throughout this document), which was certified and approved 
by the City on June 5, 2013 as well as the May 2015, July 2017, and December 2018 Addendums. As 
discussed in this Addendum, with the inclusion of the 15-day public review process, CEQA and the CEQA 
Guidelines do not require a subsequent or supplemental Negative Declaration or Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR) for the proposed changes.  

1.1 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
For a proposed modified project, State CEQA Guidelines (Sections 15162 and 15164) provide that an 
Addendum to an adopted IS/MND may be prepared if only minor technical changes or additions are 
necessary or none of the following conditions calling for the preparation of a subsequent IS/MND have 
occurred:  

• Substantial changes in the project which require major revisions to the IS/MND due to the 
involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of 
previously identified significant effects;  

• Substantial changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken which 
require major revisions to the IS/MND due to the involvement of new significant environmental 
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; or 

 

 
1 The CEQA Guidelines are contained in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations. 
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• New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known 
with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time of IS/MND adoption, shows any of the 
following:  

 
i) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the IS/MND,  

  
ii) The project will result in impacts substantially more severe than those disclosed in the 

IS/MND, 
 

iii) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be 
feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but 
the project proponent declines to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative, or  
 

iv) Mitigation measures or alternatives that are considerably different from those analyzed in 
the IS/MND would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, 
but the project proponent declines to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative.  

 
Specific CEQA language in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162 and 15164 is presented below. 
 
15162. Subsequent EIRs and Negative Declarations   
 
(A)  When an EIR has been certified or a negative declaration adopted for a project, no subsequent EIR 

shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency determines, on the basis of substantial 
evidence in the light of the whole record, one or more of the following:  

 
(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the 

previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental 
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;  

 
(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is 

undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or Negative Declaration due 
to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified significant effects; or  

 
(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been 

known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as 
complete or the Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:  

 
a. The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR 

or negative declaration;  
 

b. Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown 
in the previous EIR;  

 
c. Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact 

be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the 
project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or 
alternative; or  
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d. Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those 
analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects 
on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure 
or alternative.  

 
(B) If changes to a project or its circumstances occur or new information becomes available after 

adoption of a negative declaration, the lead agency shall prepare a subsequent EIR if required under 
subsection (a). Otherwise, the lead agency shall determine whether to prepare a subsequent negative 
declaration, an Addendum, or no further documentation.  

 
(C)  Once a project has been approved, the lead agency's role in project approval is completed, unless 

further discretionary approval on that project is required. Information appearing after an approval 
does not require reopening of that approval. If after the project is approved, any of the conditions 
described in subsection (A) occurs, a subsequent EIR or negative declaration shall only be prepared 
by the public agency which grants the next discretionary approval for the project, if any. In this 
situation no other responsible agency shall grant an approval for the project until the subsequent 
EIR has been certified or subsequent negative declaration adopted.  

 
(D)  A subsequent EIR or subsequent negative declaration shall be given the same notice and public 

review as required under Section 15087 or Section 15072. A subsequent EIR or negative 
declaration shall state where the previous document is available and can be reviewed.   

 
As described in Chapter 3 of this Addendum, none of the conditions described in CEQA Guidelines section 
15162 (which implements Public Resources Code section 21166) has occurred.  Under such circumstances, 
CEQA Guidelines section 15164 allows for the preparation of an Addendum as described below:   
 
15164. Addendum to an EIR or Negative Declaration  
 
(A)  The lead agency or responsible agency shall prepare an Addendum to a previously certified EIR if 

some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 15162 
calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred.   

 
(B)  An Addendum to an adopted Negative Declaration may be prepared if only minor technical changes 

or additions are necessary or none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for the 
preparation of a subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred.    

 
(C)  An Addendum need not be circulated for public review but can be included in or attached to the 

final EIR or adopted negative declaration.  
 
(D)  The decision-making body shall consider the Addendum with the final EIR or adopted negative 

declaration prior to making a decision on the project.  
 
(E)  A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare a subsequent EIR pursuant to Section 15162 

should be included in an Addendum to an EIR, the lead agency's findings on the project, or 
elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be supported by substantial evidence. 

1.2 Purpose of this Addendum 
The purpose of this Addendum is to evaluate proposed changes to the original project analyzed in the 
IS/MND to demonstrate that the Proposed Project changes do not trigger any of the conditions described 
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above. Based on the analysis provided below, an Addendum to the IS/MND is the appropriate CEQA 
document.  

1.3 Impact Terminology 
This Addendum uses the terminology below to describe the levels of significance of impacts that the 
IS/MND concluded that Proposed Project would have.  This terminology is helpful for determining how 
the environmental impacts, if any, of the proposed pipeline alignment changes compare to the 
environmental impacts described in the IS/MND.  
 

• The Proposed Project is considered to have no impact on a particular resource topic if the analysis 
concludes that it would not affect that particular resource.  

 
• An impact is considered less than significant if the analysis concludes that the impact would cause 

no substantial adverse change to the environment and that accordingly it would not require 
mitigation.  
 

• An impact is considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated if the analysis concludes 
that, with the inclusion of mitigation measures to which the project proponent has agreed, the 
impact would cause no substantial adverse change to the environment. 
 

• An impact is considered potentially significant if the analysis concludes that the impact exceeds 
applicable regulatory thresholds of significance and cannot be reduced to a less-than-significant 
level with potentially feasible mitigation.    

 
In assessing the impacts of the proposed alignment changes to the project as originally approved, the City 
is not assessing whether impacts are significant compared with existing physical conditions (i.e., conditions 
without implementation of any part of the project).  Rather, the City is assessing how the incremental 
impacts, if any, associated with the proposed changes compare with the impacts disclosed in the IS/MND.  
This approach is expressly sanctioned by the governing statutory and regulatory provisions and case law.  
(See Public Resources Code, § 21166; CEQA Guidelines, § 15162; Bowman v. City of Petaluma (1986) 
185 Cal.App.3d 1065, 1078-1082; Temecula Band of Luiseño Mission Indians v. Rancho Cal. Water Dist. 
(1996) 43 Cal.App.4th, 425, 438-439).  

1.4 Organization of this Document 
CEQA Guidelines do not specify the format of addendums.  The content and format of this Addendum is 
as follows.  
 

• Chapter 1, “Introduction,” identifies the purpose, terminology, and organization of the Addendum. 
 

• Chapter 2, “Description of Proposed Project Change,” identifies the proposed project refinements 
in detail.  
 

• Chapter 3, “Environmental Analysis,” presents the analysis for each component of the project 
change. This chapter identifies the proposed project change's impacts in relevant resource 
categories. 
 

• Chapter 4, “Conclusion,” summarizes the conclusions of the environmental review in this 
Addendum. 
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Chapter 2 Description of Proposed Project Changes  
This chapter provides a summary of the Proposed Phase 4 Refinements to the City’s Proposed Recycled 
Water Project as was described in the March 2013 Public Draft IS/MND, the May 2013 Final IS/MND, as 
well as the May 2015, July 2017, and December 2018 Addendums. These are included by reference. 

2.1 Proposed Phase 4 Refinements 
As originally described in the March 2013 Public Draft IS/MND, the May 2013 Final IS/MND, and as 
revised in the May 2015, July 2017, and December 2018 Addendums, the City’s Recycled Water Pipeline 
Project includes the construction and operation of 9.4-mile pipeline system to serve a combined set of 
agricultural and urban landscape irrigation demands in the Ukiah Valley with tertiary treated recycled water 
from the City’s existing Ukiah Wastewater Treatment Plant.  As shown on Figure 1, the IS/MND and 
Addendums identified and evaluated four (4) construction phases. The storage facility for Phases 1-3 was 
originally sized at a capacity of approximately 1.6 million gallon (MG) in the IS/MND and was revised to 
3 MG during the May 2015 Addendum and then increased to 66 MG during the July 2017 Addendum.  In 
August of 2015 the State Board issued Order WW0082 approving the City’s petition to change the purpose 
of use and the place of use of 1,472 acre-feet per year (afy) of treated wastewater.  

Currently, Phases 1-3 of the City of Ukiah’s Recycled Water Pipeline Project are now constructed. The 
City would now like to implement the complete project as originally planned in the 2012 Recycled Water 
Feasibility Study, which includes one remaining phase (i.e. Phase 4) of pipeline and customers. Phase 4 
includes 21 parcels and 190 acres, all urban landscape irrigation sites. The Phase 4 customer sites include 
one (1) City owned golf course at the end of the line, a cemetery, some City parks and several City public 
schools. The City has already acquired signed recycled water use agreements from the planned Phase 4 
customers. The City evaluated the construction of the pipeline alignments in the original IS/MND.  
However, due to the fact that many details were not known at the time the 2012 Recycled Water Feasibility 
Study and the subsequent 2013 IS/MND and the 2015, 2017, and 2018 Addendums, the City could not 
clearly outline or define the Phase 4 storage requirements. Now the storage requirements for Phase 4 are 
better known and defined, the Proposed Phase 4 Refinements of this Addendum and Proposed Changes to 
the Original Project include the following and are illustrated on Figure 2: 

• Miscellaneous upgrade improvements at the existing tertiary filtration/disinfection system at the 
existing Ukiah WWTP, which mainly includes improvements to electrical, instrumentation & 
controls, monitoring and testing equipment, etc. 

• At the existing WWTP, the former sludge storage area will be repaired and retrofitted to be an 
impermeable facility that will accept secondary effluent prior to tertiary treatment. This facility will 
need to be over-excavated and have the existing soil examined and properly disposed of. In 
converting this facility, some trenching will be required to provide inlet and outlet piping.  The new 
storage pond will be equipped with a small pumpstation and electrical building to convey flows for 
advanced treatment. 

A new 2 MG Recycled Water Storage Tank (Prestressed Concrete, 36-feet high and 115-feet in diameter 
with electrical/radio equipment (antenna) located on the top of the tank for SCADA transmission), 300 
horsepower (hp) booster pump station at the City of Ukiah’s Water Treatment Facility, and a 650-foot long, 
12-inch diameter, pipeline to the interconnection of the existing Phase 3 pipeline and the planned Phase 4 
pipeline of the Recycled Water Pipeline Project. The pump station will be placed on a pad measuring 
approximately 20-feet by 50-feet with an adjacent electrical building approximately 24-feet by 14-feet by 
18-feet high. The storage tank and pump station will be located at the City’s water treatment  

 
 







!"#$%&'(
)*+,&'-')".&/"0&'1/"#02&03'+04')/+5&2&03'67'!+5"/"3"&,'8*+0#&,



 

 

City of Ukiah Recycled Water Project – Phase 4 Refinements 
CEQA Addendum #4 

 

  

December 2021 	 2-5 
 

plant that zoned industrial property and which already has a large storage tank, pump station and a 
Ranney well collector. Further, this site has no nearby residents or housing and is screened by 
mature Sequoia or California Redwoods. 

• The Phase 4 pipeline is approximately 9,000 linear feet linear feet of 4-inch to 18-inch pipe. The 
pipeline will serve approximately 12 new users. 

• The Project includes the replacement of an existing pedestrian bridge over Orr Creek 
(approximately 90-foot span) 

• Minor utility relocations will take place along the Phase 4 alignment. 

2.1.1 Construction Considerations 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements construction activities are projected to begin in spring of 2023 and take 
approximately 24 months to complete.  The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would follow the same 
construction commitments and mitigation measures identified in the Original May 2013 Public Draft 
IS/MND and the approved July 2013 Final IS/MND, and as amended.  These are included by reference. In 
addition, the following environmental commitments will be employed as part of the overall Phase 4 
Refinements Project Description to ensure that there are no additional environmental impacts that were 
already disclosed in the Original IS/MND document, and as amended. These include: 

• The 2 MG storage tank and booster pump station will be painted in neutral colors such as a beige, 
or light brown, in order to blend in with the surrounding environment and will be shielded by a 
fence and/or trees to be hidden from the public to the extent practical. Further, the two pump 
stations will be housed in buildings/structures to ensure noise attainment and provide an additional 
layer of protection from vandalism.  

• The 2 MG storage tank and adjacent pump station will have security lighting to provide protection 
against vandalism, but will be shielded in order to not create a new source of substantial light or 
glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. 

2.1.2 Operations and Maintenance Considerations 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would follow the same operations and maintenance commitments and 
mitigation measures identified in the Original May 2013 Public Draft IS/MND and the approved July 2013 
Final IS/MND, and as amended.  
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Chapter 3 Environmental Analysis 
This chapter evaluates the potential for the proposed changes to have new significant impacts on the 
environment that were not previously addressed in the IS/MND, substantially more severe environmental 
impacts than were addressed in the IS/MND, or trigger the new information standards stated in CEQA 
Guideline section 15162. The purpose of this review is to evaluate the categories in terms of any “changed 
condition” (i.e. changed circumstances, project changes, or new information of substantial importance) that 
may result in a changed environmental result.  A determination that no such changed condition exists does 
not necessarily mean that the overall project will have no potential impacts in an environmental category, 
but that the change to the Project will result in a reduction or no change in the condition or status of the 
impact since it was analyzed and addressed with mitigations in the IS/MND.   

3.1 Explanation of Environmental Review Process 
Table 1 evaluates any potential environmental impacts from the construction and operation of the proposed 
changes with the environmental impacts of the original storage facility size as discussed in the IS/MND.  
This comparative analysis has the following elements, which are the basis for the discussion in Table 2 
below: 

(A) Were the Impact(s) Analyzed in the IS/MND? 
This column provides a cross-reference to the pages of the IS/MND where information and analysis 
may be found relative to the environmental issue listed under each topic. 

(B) What were the Environmental Impact Conclusions in the IS/MND? 
This column provides a summary of the original environmental impact conclusions for 
implementing the Proposed Project in the IS/MND. 

(C) Do Proposed Changes Involve New Significant Impacts or Substantially More 
Severe Impacts? 
Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether the 
proposed project change will result in new significant impacts that have not already been 
considered and mitigated by the IS/MND or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously 
identified significant impact. 

(D) Any New Circumstances Involving New Significant Impacts or Substantially More 
Severe Impacts? 
Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether there have 
been changes to the circumstances under which the project is being undertaken which have 
occurred subsequent to the City’s adoption of the IS/MND that would result in the revised pipeline 
facilities having new significant environmental impacts that were not considered in the IS/MND or 
that substantially increase the severity of a previously identified significant impact.  

(E) Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification? 
Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(3)(A-D) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether new 
information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have been known with 
the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the City adopted the IS/MND is available requiring 
an update to the analysis of the IS/MND because the new information shows that:  

(1) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the IS/MND; or  
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(2) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown 
in the IS/MND; or  

(3) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact 
be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, 
but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or that 

(4) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those 
analyzed in the IS/MND would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the 
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or 
alternative. 

If the answer to any of the above questions (C) through (E) for the incremental impacts of the 
project change is ‘Yes,’ then the preparation of a subsequent or supplemental IS/MND or an EIR 
could be required.  However, if the additional analysis completed as part of this Addendum finds 
that the applicable conclusions of the IS/MND remain the same and no new significant impacts are 
identified, or identified environmental impacts are not found to be more severe, or additional 
“considerably different” mitigation unacceptable to the proponent is not necessary, then the 
question would be answered ‘No’ and no supplemental or subsequent IS/MND or EIR is required. 

(E) Are Prior Mitigation Measures Sufficient for Addressing Any New Potential 
Changes or Impacts 

 This column indicates whether the prior environmental documents provide mitigation measures to 
address effects in the related impact category.  In some cases, the mitigation measures have already 
been implemented.  A “yes” response will be provided in either instance.  If “NA” is indicated, this 
Addendum concludes that the impact does not occur with this project change and therefore no 
mitigation measures are needed. 

(F) Discussion and Mitigation Section  

IS/MND Discussion 
A discussion of the relevant portions of the IS/MND is provided under each environmental category 
in order to clarify the answers.  The discussion provides information about the IS/MND’s treatment 
of the particular environmental issue and the status of any mitigation measure that the IS/MND 
required or that has already been implemented.  

 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures  
Applicable mitigation measures from the IS/MND that apply to the project are listed under each 
environmental category.  
 
Project Change Discussion  
A discussion of the environmental impacts, if any, of the revised pipeline alignment under the 
standards established by CEQA Guidelines section 15162(a) for each environmental resources 
section or category.  

3.2 Evaluation of Proposed Changes  
Table 1 evaluates the potential for the proposed changes to have new significant impacts on the environment 
that were not previously addressed in the IS/MND, substantially more severe environmental impacts than 
were addressed in the IS/MND or trigger the new information standards stated in CEQA Guideline section 
15162. The purpose of this review is to evaluate the categories in terms of any “changed condition” (i.e. 
changed circumstances, project changes, or new information of substantial importance) that may result in 



 

 

City of Ukiah Recycled Water Project – Phase 4 Refinements 
CEQA Addendum #4 

 

  

December 2021 	 3-3 
 

a changed environmental result.  A determination that no such changed condition exists does not necessarily 
mean that the overall project will have no potential impacts in an environmental category, but that the 
change to the Project will result in a reduction or no change in the condition or status of the impact since it 
was analyzed and addressed with mitigations in the IS/MND. 

Table 1 
Environmental Review of Proposed Project Changes 

 
Environmental Issue 

Area 

Where 
Impact(s) were 

Analyzed in 
Prior 

Environmental 
Documents. 

What were the 
Environmental 

Impact 
conclusions for 

the Original 
Proposed 
Project? 

Do Proposed 
Changes 
Involve 

New 
Significant 

or 
Substantially 

More 
Severe 

Impacts? 

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impacts 

or Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 

Are Prior 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Sufficient for 
Addressing 
Any New 
Potential 

Changes or 
Impacts? 

 
Aesthetics/Visual 

IS/MND 
Page 3-2 

 
LTS 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
N/A 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
As identified in the IS/MND, The Proposed Project, including the location of the proposed storage facility is not 
located in or near any designated scenic vista, designated highway, and would not affect any visual resources. 
Further, the implementation of the Proposed Project would have no to less than significant potential impacts to 
aesthetic and visual resources. As a result, implementation of the Proposed Project as described in the IS/MND 
would not result in significant unavoidable impacts to the visual character or add substantial amounts of light and 
glare. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

 
• None identified or necessary. 

 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements to the Proposed Project would generally have the same impacts to 
aesthetic/visual resources as was identified in the Original Proposed Project. The construction activities associated 
with the Phase 4 Refinements would be substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND 
and as amended. Specifically, the 2 MG storage tank and the pump station buildings will be located at the City’s 
Water Treatment Plant which is zoned industrial property and already has a large water storage tank, pump station 
and a Ranney well collector and would not add any new or significant feature to the area, which is not considered 
to be a scenic area.  Further, this site has no nearby residents or housing and is screened by mature Sequoia or 
California Redwoods. In addition, the 2 MG storage tank and booster pump station will be painted in neutral colors 
such as a beige, or light brown, in order to blend in with the surrounding environment and will be shielded by a 
fence and/or trees to be hidden from the public to the extent practical. Further, the two pump stations will be housed 
in buildings/structures to ensure noise attainment and provide an additional layer of protection from vandalism. 
Further, the 2 MG storage Tank and adjacent pump station would have security lighting to provide protection 
against vandalism, but will be shielded in order to not create a new source of substantial light or glare that would 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. As a result, the Proposed Project change will not result in new 
significant impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the IS/MND or result in a substantial 
increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The Revised Proposed Project, therefore, 
would not have any incrementally significant aesthetics/visual effects as defined in CEQA Guideline section 
15162(a). 
 
Agricultural 
Resources 

IS/MND 
Pages 3-3 
and 3-4 

 
 

LTS 

 
 

No 

 
 

No 

 
 

No 

 
 

N/A 
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Table 1 
Environmental Review of Proposed Project Changes 

 
Environmental Issue 

Area 

Where 
Impact(s) were 

Analyzed in 
Prior 

Environmental 
Documents. 

What were the 
Environmental 

Impact 
conclusions for 

the Original 
Proposed 
Project? 

Do Proposed 
Changes 
Involve 

New 
Significant 

or 
Substantially 

More 
Severe 

Impacts? 

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impacts 

or Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 

Are Prior 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Sufficient for 
Addressing 
Any New 
Potential 

Changes or 
Impacts? 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
As identified in the IS/MND, implementation of the Proposed Project would have no to less than significant 
potential impacts to agricultural resources. The Proposed Project would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use.  The 
Proposed Project would be primarily constructed within existing roadways within the City. In addition, the 
Proposed Project will not be located on any existing agricultural fields or farmlands. As a result, the Proposed 
Project would not convert any farmland to non-agricultural usage.  No mitigation is required or necessary.  
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

 
• None identified or necessary. 

 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements to the Proposed Project would not have increased impacts to agricultural 
resources as was identified in the Original Proposed Project. The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would not convert 
Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, as shown on the maps prepared pursuant 
to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use. As 
a result, any of these impacts are not considered to be significant.  Further, the construction activities associated 
with Phase 4 Refinements would be substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND, and 
as amended. In addition, the lands the proposed 2MG Storage tank and Pump Station would be located on City-
owned lands and are not on any agricultural lands.  The proposed changes to the Proposed Project would not convert 
Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, as shown on the maps prepared pursuant 
to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use. As 
a result, any of these impacts are not considered to be significant. The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements will not result 
in new significant impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the IS/MND or a substantial 
increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements, therefore, 
would not have any incrementally significant effects to agricultural resources as defined in CEQA Guideline section 
15162(a). 

 
 
Air Quality 

IS/MND 
Pages 3-5 
through 3-

10 

 
LTS/M 

 
No 

 
No 

 
Yes 

 
Yes 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
As described in the IS/MND, construction of the Proposed Project would result in temporary, but not significant 
and unavoidable, impacts to air quality.  The Mendocino County Air Quality Management District (MCAQMD) 
has deferred to using the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s (BAAQMD) Thresholds of Significance 
estimating air quality impacts. However, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s approach to analyses of 
construction impacts as noted in their BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines is to emphasize implementation of effective 
and comprehensive control measures rather than detailed quantification of emissions.  As a result, the Proposed 
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Project’s construction related dust impacts would be reduced further with the implementation of dust effective dust 
control measures and would remain less than significant. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

• Mitigation Measure AIR-1: Dust Control 
 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements to the Proposed Project would generally have the same impacts to air quality 
as was identified in the Original Proposed Project.  The construction activities associated with the Proposed Phase 
4 Refinements would be substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND.  The construction 
of the additional storage facilities with the Phase 4 Refinements would result in an incremental increase in air 
quality emissions.  However, these increased emissions would not exceed any of the established thresholds of 
significance. Further, BAAQMD’s approach to analyses of construction impacts as noted in their BAAQMD CEQA 
Guidelines is to emphasize implementation of effective and comprehensive control measures rather than detailed 
quantification of emissions. With implementation of these dust control measures (Mitigation Measures AIR-1 in 
the IS/MND and listed above), the Proposed Phase 4 refinement’s construction-related dust impacts would be even 
further reduced and would remain less-than-significant. Operations of the two pump stations of the Phase 4 
Refinements will be connected to the existing electrical grid and will not produce any local or significant emissions.  
As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 Refinements will not result in new significant impacts that have not already been 
considered and mitigated by the IS/MND or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified 
significant impact. The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant air 
quality effects as defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a). 
 
 
Biological 
Resources 

IS/MND 
Pages 3-11 
through 3-

17 

 
LTS/M 

 
No 

 
No 

 
Yes 

 
Yes 

IS/MND Discussion: 
As identified in the IS/MND, the Proposed Project could have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 
habitat modifications, on species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in local or regional 
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the CDFW or USFWS. Specifically, the construction activities of the Proposed 
Project have the potential to affect these species in various ways ranging from removal and/or disturbance.  
However, with the implementation of the following mitigation measures any impacts would be reduced to less than 
significant levels. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

• Mitigation Measure BIO-1:  Conduct Breeding/nesting Surveys 
• Mitigation Measure BIO-2:  Conduct Pre-Construction Surveys for Western Pond Turtle 
• Mitigation Measure BIO-3:  Avoid Cutting Through Creeks/Drainages 
• Mitigation Measure BIO-4:  Implement Construction Best Management Practices 
• Mitigation Measure BIO-5:  Develop and Implement a Frac-Out Contingency Plan  
• Mitigation Measure BIO-6:  Obtain all Required Authorizations 
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Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements to the Proposed Project would generally have the same impacts to biological 
resources as was identified in the Original Proposed Project. As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 Refinements will 
not result in new significant impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the Original IS/MND 
and/or result in a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The Proposed 
Phase 4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant effects on biological resources as 
defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a). 
 
 
Cultural and 
Tribal Resources 

IS/MND 
Pages 3-18 
through 3-

21 

 
LTS/M 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
Yes 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
The IS/MND concluded that the construction of the Proposed Project would not have any direct impacts on 
identified historical and archeological resources, including tribal cultural resources.  However, construction of the 
Proposed Project could have significant impacts on unidentified and undiscovered buried cultural resources.  
However, with the implementation of the following mitigation measures, any impacts would be reduced to less 
than significant levels. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 
 

• Mitigation Measure CR-1:  Halt work if cultural resources are discovered   
• Mitigation Measure CR-2:  Stop work if paleontological remains are discovered  
• Mitigation Measure CR-3:  Halt work if human remains are found 

 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would generally have the same impacts to cultural and/or tribal resources as 
was identified in the Original Proposed Project. The construction activities associated with the Phase 4 Refinements 
would be located on City-owned land.  The Original Project was investigated and surveyed for cultural and tribal 
resources within a 0.5 radius area around the Proposed Project, which included the area where Phase 4 Refinements 
would be located2.  None of these investigations indicated that there are known cultural resources within the 
proposed footprints of the Phase 4 refinements.  Further the construction activities of Phases 1-3 were monitored 
for cultural and tribal resources and no cultural and/or tribal resources were discovered.  It is possible that during 
Phase 4 Refinement construction activities, cultural and/or tribal resources could be in advertently discovered. 
However, the existing approved mitigation measures would ensure that any impacts would be reduced to less than 
significant impacts. As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 Refinements will not result in new significant impacts that 
have not already been considered and mitigated by the IS/MND or a substantial increase in the severity of a 

 
2 In 2013, the City investigated both Cultural and Tribal Resources together as it was prior to the specific requirements of AB52.  Through this 
investigation, the City reached out to the Native America Heritage Commission (NAHC) and the local Native American Tribes to obtain information 
regarding any known sensitive tribal and/or cultural resources. None of the Native American Tribes responded with any information regarding any 
known sensitive tribal and/or cultural resources.  Please see Appendix A for the City’s efforts to reach out to the NAHC and the local Native 
American Tribes. 
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previously identified significant impact. The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any 
incrementally significant effects on cultural resources as defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a). 
  
 
Geology and Soils 

IS/MND 
Pages 3-22 
and 3-23 

 
LTS/M 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
Yes 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
As described in the IS/MND, the Proposed Project may be located in areas that consist of medium dense to dense 
fine granular soils. In addition, perched groundwater could be present. As such, the soil in some areas of the 
alignment may have a high susceptibility to liquefaction during seismic shaking. Other portions of the Project may 
be less susceptible to liquefaction and related damage. Lateral spreading, often associated with liquefaction, is less 
likely because there are no steep banks or hard ground bordering the Project area, but could still potentially be a 
hazard.  However, with the implementation of the following mitigation measure, any impacts are reduced to less 
than significant levels.  As a result, the following mitigation is proposed: 

IS/MND Mitigation Measure: 
 

• Mitigation Measure GEO-1: Perform Geotechnical Investigation 
 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would generally have the same impacts to geology and soils as the Original 
Proposed Project. The construction activities associated with the revised storage facility would be substantially the 
same as they were originally described in the IS/MND. As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 Refinements will not 
result in new significant geology and soils impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the 
IS/MND or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The Proposed Phase 
4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant effects on geology and soils as defined in 
CEQA Guideline section 15162(a).  
 
Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions 

IS/MND 
Pages 3-24 
through 3-

25 

 
LTS 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
Yes 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
With the implementation of mitigation, the Proposed Project would not result in any residual significant and 
unavoidable impacts related to greenhouse gas emissions. Therefore, project implementation would not result in 
any residual significant impacts related to greenhouse emissions. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

 
• None Identified or Necessary 

 
Project Change Discussion: 
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The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would have the same chances to cause a generate greenhouse gas emissions as 
was identified in the Original Proposed Project.  The construction of the additional storage facilities with the Phase 
4 Refinements would result in an incremental increase in air quality emissions.  However, these increased emissions 
would not exceed any of the established thresholds of significance. Further, BAAQMD’s approach to analyses of 
construction impacts as noted in their BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines is to emphasize implementation of effective 
and comprehensive control measures rather than detailed quantification of emissions. With implementation of these 
dust control measures (Mitigation Measures AIR-1 in the IS/MND and listed above), the Proposed Project’s 
construction-related dust impacts would be even further reduced and would remain less-than-significant. 
Operations of the two pump stations of the Phase 4 Refinements will be connected to the existing electrical grid 
and will not produce any local or significant emissions. As a result, the proposed Phase 4 Refinements will not 
result in any new significant greenhouse gas impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the 
IS/MND or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The Proposed Phase 
4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant effects on greenhouse gas emissions as 
defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a).  

 
Hazards and 
Hazardous 
Materials 

IS/MND 
Pages 3-26 
through 3-

29 

 
LTS/M 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
Yes 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
With the implementation of mitigation, the Proposed Project would not result in any residual significant and 
unavoidable impacts related to risks of upset or accidental release of hazards and hazardous materials. Therefore, 
project implementation would not result in any residual significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous 
materials. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

 
• Mitigation Measure HAZ-1:  Store, Handle, Use Hazardous Materials in Accordance with Applicable 

Laws 
• Mitigation Measure HAZ-2:  Properly Dispose of Contaminated Soil and/or Groundwater 
• Mitigation Measure HAZ-3: Properly Dispose of Hydrostatic Test Water 
• Mitigation Measure HAZ-4: Consult with FAA, Ukiah Municipal Airport, USFWS, and CDFW 
• Mitigation Measure HAZ-5: Develop and maintain Emergency Access Strategies 
• Mitigation Measure HAZ-6: Develop and implement Fire Management Plan3 

 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would generally have the same chances to cause a significant hazard to the 
public and/or the environment as was identified in the Original Proposed Project.  The construction activities 

 
3 Since the adoption of the City’s Recycled Water Project and IS/MND in 2013, CEQA has added a new Wildfire Category to the environmental 
checklist. However, the Original IS/MND fully analyzed the risks of the construction and operation of the entire Project, including Phase 4 
activities to cause or contribute to wildfires.  Further, this mitigation measure covers any potential risks to causing a wildfire(s) and will bring any 
significant impacts to a less-than-significant level. 
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associated with the revised storage facility would be substantially the same as they were originally described in the 
IS/MND as it would be constructed on City-owned land. As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 Refinements will not 
result in new significant impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the IS/MND or a 
substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements, 
therefore, would not have any incrementally significant effects on the potential to cause a significant hazard to the 
public and/or the environment as defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a).  
 
Hydrology and 
Water Quality 

IS/MND 
Pages 3-30 
through 3-

33 

 
LTS/M 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
Yes 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
With implementation of the mitigation measures listed in the IS/MND, implementation of the Proposed Project 
would not result in any residual significant impacts related to increased risk of flooding from stormwater runoff, 
from water quality effects from long-term urban runoff, or from short-term alteration of drainages and associated 
surface water quality and sedimentation. Based on these circumstances, the Proposed Project would not result in 
any residual significant and unavoidable adverse impacts to surface water hydrology and water quality.   
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

• Mitigation Measure HWQ-1: Implement Construction Best Management Practices 
• Mitigation Measure HWQ-2: Implement Recycled Water Best Management Practices 

 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would generally have the same impacts to hydrology and water quality as was 
identified in the Original Proposed Project.  The construction activities associated with the Phase 4 Refinements 
would be substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND and will help the City to reduce 
diversions from the Russian River by approximately 1 million gallons per day (mgd) and reduce the City’s 
discharge back into the Russian River by 20 percent, which was approved by the State Board in August 2015 as 
part of Order WW0082.  As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 Refinements will not result in new significant impacts 
that have not already been considered and mitigated by the IS/MND or a substantial increase in the severity of a 
previously identified significant hydrology and water quality impacts. The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements, 
therefore, would not have any incrementally significant hydrology and water quality effects as defined in CEQA 
Guideline section 15162(a). 

 
Land Use and 
Planning 

IS/MND 
Page 3-34 

 
NI 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
N/A 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
The IS/MND concluded that the Proposed Project would not have any adverse or significant effects on land use or 
land use planning.  Specifically, the Proposed Project would not result in a disruption, physical division, or isolation 
of existing residential or open space areas. The Proposed Project would not conflict with any applicable land use 
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the Project area. The Proposed Project would also 
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not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Conservation Community Plan, 
or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.  As a result, no mitigation is necessary. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 
 

• None identified or necessary. 
 

Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would have the same impacts to land use and land use planning as was identified 
in the Original Proposed Project. The construction activities associated with the Phase 4 Refinements would be 
substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND. As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 
Refinements will not result in new significant impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the 
IS/MND or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The Proposed Phase 
4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant land use and land use planning effects as 
defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a). 
  
Mineral Resources IS/MND 

Page 3-35 
NI No No No Yes 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
The Proposed Project is not located in an area identified as containing mineral resources classified MRZ-2 by the 
State geologist that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state. As a result, the Proposed Project 
would not result in the loss of availability of known mineral resources; therefore, no impact is expected.  No 
mitigation is required. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

• None identified or necessary. 
 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would have the same impacts to mineral resources as was identified in the 
Original Proposed Project. The construction activities associated with the revised storage facility would be 
substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND. As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 
Refinements will not result in new significant impacts to mineral resources that have not already been considered 
and mitigated by the IS/MND and/or result in a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified 
significant impact. The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant 
mineral resource effects as defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a). 
 
 
Noise 

IS/MND 
Pages 3-36 
through 3-

38 

 
LTS/M 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
Yes 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
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The Proposed Project has the potential to generate noise during the construction phase through the use of equipment 
and construction vehicle trips.  Once constructed, the Proposed Project would not create any new sources of 
operational noise. Therefore, operation of the pipeline would not result in permanent noise impacts. Construction 
of the Proposed Project would generate temporary and intermittent noise. Noise levels would fluctuate depending 
on the particular type, number, and duration of use of various pieces of construction equipment.  

Back-up beepers associated with trucks and equipment used for material loading and unloading at the staging area 
would generate significantly increased noise levels over the ambient noise environment in order to be discernable 
and protect construction worker safety as required by OSHA (29 CFR 1926.601 and 29 CFR 1926.602). Businesses 
and residences in the vicinity of the project area could thus be exposed to these elevated noise levels.  

Construction activities associated with the project would be temporary in nature and related noise impacts would 
be short-term. However, since construction activities could substantially increase ambient noise levels at noise-
sensitive locations, construction noise could result in potentially significant, albeit temporary, impacts to sensitive 
receptors. Compliance with the City noise ordinance and implementation of the following mitigation measures is 
expected to reduce impacts related to construction noise, to a less-than-significant level.  

 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

• Mitigation Measure NOI-1:  Limit Construction Hours  
• Mitigation Measure NOI-2:  Locate Staging Areas away from Sensitive Receptors 
• Mitigation Measure NOI-3:  Maintain Mufflers on Equipment  
• Mitigation Measure NOI-4:  Idling Prohibition and Enforcement   
• Mitigation Measure NOI-5:  Equipment Location and Shielding   

 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would generally have the same impacts on noise and sensitive receptors as was 
identified in the Original Proposed Project The construction activities associated with the Phase 4 Refinements 
would be substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND.  As a result, the Proposed Phase 
4 Refinements will not result in new significant noise impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated 
by the IS/MND and/or result in a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant noise 
impact. The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant effects on 
noise and sensitive receptors as defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a). 
 
Population and 
Housing 

IS/MND 
Page 3-39 
through 3-

40 

 
NI 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
N/A 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
The Proposed Project would not induce population growth either directly or indirectly. The Proposed Project/Action 
would be to serve the City with up to 2,500 afy of tertiary treated recycled water for irrigation purposes.  This 
would help supplement the City’s current groundwater supplies, but would not be a sufficient supply to induce 
urban growth in the area.  Construction of the Proposed Project/Action would avoid the need to demolish any 
existing houses and would not affect any other housing structures. In addition, construction, operation, and 
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maintenance would not result in any substantial increase in numbers of permanent workers/employees.  Therefore, 
no impacts are anticipated and no mitigation is required. 

IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 
• None identified or necessary. 

 
Project Change Discussion:   
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would have the same impact on population and/or housing as was identified in 
the Original Proposed Project. The construction activities associated with the Phase 4 Refinements would be 
substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND. As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 
Refinements will not result in new significant impacts to population and/or housing that have not already been 
considered and mitigated by the IS/MND or result in a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified 
significant impact. The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant 
effects on population and/or housing as defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a). 
 
Public Services IS/MND 

Page 3-41 
 

NI 
 

No 
 

No 
 

No 
 

N/A 
 
IS/MND Discussion: 
The Proposed Project would not generate population growth and the operation and maintenance of the Proposed 
Project would not be labor intensive. In addition, the Proposed Project would not increase the demand for the kinds 
of public services that would support new residents, such as schools, parks, fire, police, or other public facilities.  
As a result, no impacts are anticipated and no mitigation is required. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

• None identified or necessary 
 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would have the same or less impact on public services as was identified in the 
Original Proposed Project. The construction activities associated with the Phase 4 Refinements would be 
substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND.  As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 
Refinements will not result in new significant impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the 
IS/MND and/or result in a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The 
Proposed Phase 4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant effects on public services 
as defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a). 
 
Recreation IS/MND 

Page 3-42 
 

NI 
 

No 
 

No 
 

No 
 

N/A 
 
IS/MND Discussion: 
The Proposed Project would not contribute to population growth.  Therefore, the Proposed Project would not 
increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 
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Table 1 
Environmental Review of Proposed Project Changes 

 
Environmental Issue 

Area 

Where 
Impact(s) were 

Analyzed in 
Prior 

Environmental 
Documents. 

What were the 
Environmental 

Impact 
conclusions for 

the Original 
Proposed 
Project? 

Do Proposed 
Changes 
Involve 

New 
Significant 

or 
Substantially 

More 
Severe 

Impacts? 

Any New 
Circumstances 
Involving New 

Significant 
Impacts 

or Substantially 
More Severe 

Impacts? 

Any New 
Information 
Requiring 

New 
Analysis or 

Verification? 

Are Prior 
Mitigation 
Measures 

Sufficient for 
Addressing 
Any New 
Potential 

Changes or 
Impacts? 

physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated.  As a result, no impact is expected and no 
mitigation is required. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

• None identified or necessary. 
 
Project Change Discussion:  
The Phase 4 Refinements would have the same or less impact on recreation as was identified in the Original 
Proposed Project. The construction activities associated with the Phase 4 Refinements would be substantially the 
same as they were originally described in the IS/MND. As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 Refinements will not 
result in new significant impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the IS/MND and/or result 
in a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The Proposed Phase 4 
Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant effects on recreation as defined in CEQA 
Guideline section 15162(a). 
 
 
Socioeconomics 

IS/MND 
Pages 3-43 
and 3-44 

 
LTS 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
N/A 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
While, not a specific CEQA resource category, the IS/MND conducted an evaluation on the Proposed Project’s 
potential to have socioeconomic impacts in order to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).  
As such, the IS/MND concluded that the Proposed Project would not have any socioeconomic impacts.  The 
Proposed Project does not propose any features that would result in disproportionate adverse human health or 
environmental effects, have any physical effects on minority or low-income populations, and/or alter 
socioeconomic conditions of populations that reside or work within the City and vicinity.  
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

• None identified or necessary. 
 
Project Change Discussion:  
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would have the same impact on socioeconomics as was identified in the 
Original Proposed Project. The construction activities associated with the Phase 4 Refinements would be 
substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND. As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 
Refinements will not result in new significant impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the 
IS/MND and/or result in a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The 
Proposed Phase 4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant effects on socioeconomics 
as defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a). 
 
 
Traffic and 
Transportation 

IS/MND 
Pages 3-45 
through 3-

46 

 
LTS/M 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
Yes 
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Environmental Review of Proposed Project Changes 
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IS/MND Discussion: 
Through the implementation of the mitigation measures identified in the IS/MND, potentially significant traffic 
impacts resulting from the construction of the Proposed Project would be reduced to a less-than-significant level 
through proper construction sequencing, maintenance of two-way traffic, where possible, during construction, and 
measures to avoid the creation of traffic hazards. Based on these findings, the Proposed Project would not result in 
any residual significant and unavoidable impacts to traffic. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

 
• Mitigation Measure TRA-1:  Prepare and Implement Traffic Control Plan 
• Mitigation Measure TRA-2: Return Roads to Pre-construction Condition 

 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would have the same impacts on traffic and transportation as was identified in 
the Original Proposed Project. The construction activities associated with the Phase 4 Refinements would be 
substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND. As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 
Refinements will not result in new significant impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the 
IS/MND or a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The Proposed Phase 
4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant effects on traffic and transportation as 
defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a). 
 
 
Utilities and 
Service Systems 

IS/MND 
Pages 3-47 
through 3-

48 

 
LTS 

 
No 

 
No 

 
No 

 
N/A 

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
Construction and operation of the Proposed Project would not involve activities that would cause a significant 
impact to existing utility services. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

• None identified or necessary. 
 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would have the same or less impact on utilities and service systems as was 
identified in the Original Proposed Project. The construction activities associated with the Phase 4 Refinements 
would be substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND.  As a result, the Proposed Phase 
4 Refinements will not result in new significant impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the 
IS/MND and/or result in a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The 
Proposed Phase 4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant effects on utilities and 
service systems as defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a). 
 
 IS/MND  

LTS/M 
 

No 
 

No 
 

No 
 

Yes 
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Environmental Review of Proposed Project Changes 
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Mandatory 
Findings of 
Significance 

Pages 3-49 
and 3-50  

 
IS/MND Discussion: 
With the incorporation of the previously identified mitigation measures, the Proposed Project will not substantially 
degrade the quality of the environment, reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the 
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory.  Any impacts from the Proposed Project in these areas are considered 
here to be less-than-significant with the implementation and incorporation of the above mentioned mitigation 
measures. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15183, the environmental analysis in this Initial Study 
was conducted to determine if there were any project-specific effects as a result of the Proposed Project. No direct 
project-specific significant effects were identified that could not be mitigated to a less-than-significant level. 
Mitigation Measures incorporated herein mitigate any potential contribution to cumulative (as well as direct) 
impacts associated with these environmental issues. Therefore, the Proposed Project does not have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively considerable. As a result of mitigation included in this environmental 
document, the Proposed Project would not result in substantial adverse effects to humans, either directly or 
indirectly. 
 
IS/MND Mitigation Measures: 

• See previous mitigation measures for each resource category as identified above. 
 
Project Change Discussion: 
The Proposed Phase 4 Refinements would have the same or fewer impacts the environment and humans as the 
Original Proposed Project. The construction activities associated with the Phase 4 Refinements would be 
substantially the same as they were originally described in the IS/MND. As a result, the Proposed Phase 4 
Refinements will not result in new significant impacts that have not already been considered and mitigated by the 
IS/MND and/or result in a substantial increase in the severity of a previously identified significant impact. The 
Proposed Phase 4 Refinements, therefore, would not have any incrementally significant effects on the environment 
and humans as defined in CEQA Guideline section 15162(a). 
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Chapter 4 Conclusion 
The conclusion of this Addendum is that the Proposed Phase 4 Refinements will not result in new significant 
impacts, substantially increase the severity of previously disclosed impacts or involve any of the other 
conditions related to changed circumstances or new information that can require a subsequent or 
supplemental EIR under Public Resources Code section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines section 15162 beyond 
those impacts and conditions already identified in the City’s Public Draft and Final IS/MND (SCH 
#2013032072), which was certified and approved by the City on June 5, 2013. Thus, an Addendum is the 
appropriate level of CEQA analysis and the appropriate method of amending the June 5, 2013 Adopted 
IS/MND, pursuant to Sections 15162 and 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines.  As discussed in this Addendum, 
CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines do not require a subsequent or supplemental negative declaration or 
environmental impact report for the proposed alignment changes. Therefore, it would be appropriate for the 
City to approve the Proposed Changes and supplemental analysis to the Proposed Project based on this 
Addendum.  
 
 
 
































































































































































